selection effects, measurement effects, confounded treatment effects, situational effects, and effects due to differential mortality. The paper focuses on pointing up specific ways in which each of the factors threaten generalizability and possible solutions to the methodological problems presented. valuative research is the application of scientific methods to the problem of assessing the effectiveness of an activity (or program) in attaining a desired goal. In the last decade there has been an increasing interest in evaluative research as a handmaiden to social policy (Weiss, 1970) . It is thought that the results of evaluation research can provide a rational basis for decisions either to modify, terminate, or expand the ever-growing number of social action programs competing for public support.
[102] stein and Freeman (1975) (1) to estimate the effects a set of treatments has on some prespecified set of dependent variables, and (2) to generalize these estimates from the sample studied to some larger target population. Unfortunately, the populations to which evaluation researchers wish to generalize often cannot be easily enumerated, or the expense of doing so would be prohibitive. Therefore, it often is not feasible to draw a probability sample of elements from the target population. Instead, the researcher must sometimes be content with a biased selection of observations, which means that to some extent, external validity will , suffer. Four types of such selection biases are listed below, in order of the degree to which they threaten external validity.
SELF-SELECTION OF RESPONDENTS INTO TREATMENT AND CONTROL CONDITIONS
Obviously, if clients themselves determine whether or not to seek treatment, one never knows whether it is the treatment itself which is responsible for observed differences between the experimental and control groups, or whether other variables correlated with the selection of treatment versus control are responsible for the observed effects. While random assignment to experimental and control groups is the optimal procedure to follow, Rossi (1972) conditions the program has no effect, then it would seem safe to conclude that the program also would have no effect under less optimal conditions. However, this is a highly restrictive set of conditions.
SELECTION BY EXPEDIENCE
Observational units are chosen solely because of availability. Bernstein and Freeman (1975: ch. Lana, 1969) For certain programs, the population of interest will itself be a pretested one. For example, Anderson (1975) (Cohen, 1968; Kerlinger and Pedhazur, 1973 In experiments involving desired services such as income maintenance, nutrition supplements, and the like, it is realistic to assume that differential attrition will occur between the experimental and the control conditions since the motivation to continue in the study is significantly lower for the control subjects. For example, Kershaw (1972) 
